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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08/31/01 (Initial filing of Application) . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1^7 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1^7 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) [3 The drawing(s) filed on 31 August 2001 is/are: a)E3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) [3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)|EI None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) D The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) I3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) . 6) D Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an application 
filed in Japan on April 09, 2000 and February 11, 2000. It is noted, however, that applicant has 
not filed a certified copy of these application as required by 35 U.S.C. 1 19(b). 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 1-6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Re claims 1-6, these claims are written with inadequate spacing between words, such that 
they are difficult to read (See for example, lines 4, 5 and others of claim 1, line 1 of claim 2, 
lines 12 of clam 3, lines 1 and 2 of claim 4, etc.). These are not exhaustive listing of lines where 
such problem is found. Claims 1-6 need to be thoroughly reviewed and amended to cure this 
problem. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Specification 

3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Similar problem indicated in paragraph 2 above is found throughout the specification 
(i.e., description of the drawings for Fig. 3 and Fig. 4), which needs to be corrected. 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
5 section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10 5. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Watabe (US 
5,223,829, "Watabe" hereinafter) in view of Inamitsu (US 6,367,696, "Inamitsu" hereinafter). 

Re claims 1-3 and 6, Watabe teaches an electronic locker system 1 comprising a plurality 
of lockers for housing baggage or the like (col. 3, lines 61+) further comprising an electronic 
lock device (col. 4, lines 8-21); a reading means 19 reading the user's card to retrieve the user's 

15 identification numbers (col. 5, lines 35); and the control unit 10 whose detail is shown in figure 
3, interfacing with various peripherals in order to make the locker operational (col. 4, lines 22- 
29; col. 5, lines 43). The users of the locker-system, being a registered resident (col. 3, lines 
61+) of a condominium or other multi-resident embodiment, disclose a predetermined 
contractual relationship between the user and the management company of the locker. The user 

20 must provide identification information (i.e., password via registration card) to open the locker 
(col. 6, lines 56-68). Watabe also discloses that the users are required to pay prescribe amount of 
fee in using the apparatus (col. 4, line 62 - col. 5, line 2). 

Watabe fails to specifically teach or fairly suggest that the transactional information such 
as fee is transmitted over to the managing center, and the use fee is automatically drawn from the 

25 account of the user. 
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Inamitsu teaches a vending machine selling various products and services wherein a 
purchaser uses an IC-card to initiate such transactions (see abstract). The transaction can be of 
various types, including usage of lockers (col. 11, lines 9+), and the users' account is 
debited/credited from the managing company (col. 5, line 61 - col. 6, line 10; col. 11, lines 55- 
5 61). 

In view of Inamitsu 5 s teaching, it would have been obvious to an ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made to connect a plurality of locker systems into a communication 
network in order to centrally manage the locker systems. Watabe's embodiment of multi- 
resident shows, the locker company could have many lockers at many locations. Accordingly, it 

10 would have been obvious to connect them in communication network to transmit critical 

information to and from the lockers. For example, if the locker system is un-operational or need 
of repair, such status can be transmitted to the managing company instead of a worker finding 
the problem on scheduled visit. Additionally, implementing fund-transfer (or online payment) is 
another improvement one ordinary skill in the art can contemplate to accommodate customers 

15 preferring electronic payment over the coins. Customers in general prefer not to carry a large 
amount of coins, and the machine containing the coins can be a target of potential theft, which 
can result in physical damage of the lockers. 

Re claims 4 and 5, the residents can be considered a registered group and the individual 
within the apartment/condo is allowed to open and receive the luggage. 

20 Re claim 7, Watabe further teaches that time length of use of a locker is tracked (col. 5, 

lines 62-64). Although Watabe does not explicitly suggest that fee is based on usage time, 
considering that lockers are not assigned one on one base (i.e., mailbox), some rules regarding 
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the use time of a locker have to be in place so that the lockers don't become a storage place. 
Since length of use time is already being recorded, associating fee to time would have been an 
obvious modification to one ordinary skill in the art. 



5 Conclusion 

I. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: McCarty et al. (US 5,946,660); Frisch (US 5,212,644); Mardon (US 5,126,732); 
Mardon (US 5,231,272); Umeda et al. (US 6,010,064); Sunyich (US 4,857,714) disclose various 
lockers and locker management systems. 

10 n. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 

examiner should be directed to AhshikKim whose telephone number is (703)305-5203 . The 
examiner can normally be reached between the hours of 6:00AM to 3:00PM Monday thru 
Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
15 supervisor, Michael G. Lee, can be reached on (703) 305-3503. The fax number directly to the 
Examiner is (703) 746-4782. The fax phone number for this Group is (703)308-7722, (703)308- 
7724, or (703)308-7382. 

Communications via Internet e-mail regarding this application, other than those under 35 
U.S.C. 132 or which otherwise require a signature, may be used by the applicant and should be 
20 addressed to [ahshik.kim@uspto.gov]. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. PTO 
employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a possibility that 
sensitive information could be identified or exchanged unless the record includes a properly 
signed express waiver of the confidentiality requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly 
25 set forth in the Interim Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and 
Trademark on February 25, 1997 at 1195 OG 89. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 




